The rheological parameters of materials are determined in the industry according to international standards established generally on the basis of widespread techniques and robust methods of estimation. Concerning solid polymers and the determination of Young's modulus in tensile tests, ISO 527-1 or ASTM D638 standards rely on protocols with poor scientific content: the determination of the slope of conventionally defined straight lines fitted to stressstrain curves in a given range of elongations. This paper describes the approach allowing for a correct measurement of the instantaneous elastic modulus of polymers in a tensile test. It is based on the use of an appropriate reduced model to describe the behavior of the material. The model comes a thermodynamical framework and allows to reproduce the behavior of an HDPE Polymer until large strains, covering the elastoviscoplastic and hardening regimes. Well-established principles of parameter estimation in engineering science are used to found the identification procedure. It will be shown that three parameters only are necessary to model experimental tensile signals: the instantaneous ('Young's') modulus, the maximum relaxation time of a linear distribution (described with a universal shape) and a strain hardening modulus to describe the 'relaxed' state. The paper ends with an assessment of the methodology. Our results of instantaneous modulus measurements are compared with those obtained with other physical experiments operating at different temporal and length scales.
Introduction
During the last decades, one can observe a significant gap between recommended practices in the field of rheological parameter determination, relying on international standards, and the efforts made in the scientific community. On one hand, mechanical scientists develop more sophisticated models of behavior laws. On the other hand, experimentalists think about the appropriate metrology that can be associated to constitutive laws in order to precisely identify their parameters. The scientific field of inverse methods precisely deals with the mathematical basis of parameter estimation which can referred to as Model-Based Metrology (MBM). It has growth intensively since the eighties. MBM should nowadays be a very common framework when considering the metrology of physical parameters through pertinent physical modeling of experiments. It is necessary for a real enhancement of the quality in measured properties of materials which will, in turn, allows to investigate more deeply the link that can be made with the microstructural organization of materials. In order to illustrate this point of view, an example is given in this paper regarding the determination of the elastic modulus of polymers using the uniaxial tensile test. With respect to international standards, it rests upon the characterization of a linear elastic regime, i.e. proportionality between stresses and strains, at very small strains (short times). Among them, one can cite the ISO 527-1 and ASTM D 638 which suggest such a method leading to approximately the same results. Although this method is efficient and physically well-founded for metallic materials, it is not so satisfactory for polymers. Indeed, these materials quickly manifest a viscoelastic regime which takes place in the beginning of the tensile test. Therefore the obtained response does not show any true linear part. This clearly shows that an inverse approach of parameter estimation is required.
This latter consists in the use of an optimization procedure based on uniaxial tensile test data and relying upon an adapted rheological constitutive model. The inverse problem is merely formulated as a least square optimization problem. It must be verified that the assessed parameters are not correlated and that their sensitivity is high enough in order to ensure a good quality of the identification. The aim of this paper is to show that this approach is not only possible but the only way to access pertinent measurement of the elastic modulus of materials like HDPE (High Density PolyEthylene) among SemiCrystalline Polymers (SCP).
The sketch of the paper is as following: first, examples will be given of the observed mechanical behavior of HDPE in uniaxial tensile tests. True stress -true strain curves at different strain rates will illustrate the fact that it is very difficult and even false to measure correctly the elastic modulus of this polymer according to the recommended standards. In a second step, the rheological constitutive model will be presented in its most reduced version. This model will be shown able to describe different behavioral regimes (viscoelasticity, viscoplasticity, material hardening) . In view of a parameter estimation problem, a reduced model means a model which meets the identifiability criteria i.e. a good adequation between the number of identifiable parameters and the relevance of the model with respect to the experiments (parsimony principle). In a third part, the identification procedure and the sensitivity analysis of the estimated parameters will be described. At last, the results of the identification will be discussed and compared to those given by the standards, and those measured by two other scientific techniques (ultrasonic device and nanoindentation tests).
Tensile tests on HDPE : experimental results

Material
The material tested in this work is HDPE (High Density Polyethylene, grade "500 Natural") produced by Röchling Engineering Plastics KG. Two different products (A and B) were manufactured under the same reference in an interval of six years and supplied in sheets (extrusion process). Information from the supplier indicates that the molecular weight and density are respectively of 500,000 g/mol and 0.935 g/cm 3 . Differential scanning calorimetry gave a crystallinity index of 68 wt% for product A and 66 wt% for product B. Bone-shaped samples A were cut from a 6 mm thick sheet of polymer (along the extrusion direction " //
A " (samples of reference in this paper) and perpendicularly to it " ⊥ A "). Some other samples were cut along the extrusion direction and machined to 3 mm thick (core samples " c A ").
Samples B were cut along the extrusion direction only, from a 4 mm sheet produced six years earlier. Even if specimens A and B are supposed to be the same chemical material, this time interval between the dates of production has resulted in a different behavior. As the experiments performed on sample B at delivery and 6 years later lead to the same results, ageing can not be considered as responsible for this difference. Hence, the explanation probably lies in a different manufacturing process. The microstructure and the mechanical behavior of a polymer are clearly dependent on the cooling process which generates more or less crystalline phase and rules its distribution and organization in the bulk among the amorphous one. This unwanted difference will be seen to turn into real opportunity when considering the scope of the present analysis.
Video-controlled tensile test
All mechanical tests were performed on a servo-hydraulic MTS 810 load frame with Flextest SE electronic controller. A video-extensometer (VidéoTraction®) gives access to the elastoviscoplastic response of polymers under uniaxial tension. Local measurements of true strains are performed at the center of the neck. The measurement of the corresponding force enables us to construct the axial true stress -true strain curve of the sample (G'sell et al., 2002) . Another important feature of the system is that it controls the servovalve of the machine in real time (through a feed-back loop) so that any desired input path for the true strain 11
ε can be imposed on the system. Seven dot markers are printed on the front face of the sample prior to deformation ( 
The longitudinal deformations are interpolated through Lagrangian polynomials in order to get precisely the longitudinal strain value 11 ε in the section where the transversal strains are measured ( Fig.1) . Thanks to the special geometry of the specimen, these measurements are performed always where necking develops. A standard deviation of 4 10 − is commonly achieved for the noise that corrupts this strain signal. Recent measurements using Digital
Image Correlation (DIC system ARAMIS 3D from GOM Instruments) show that the longitudinal strain as measured by Videotraction lies within an error of less than 4%
(accounting for both the 2D plane measurement bias, and the necking phenomenon which do not conserve the principal axis reference frame).The transverse true strain 22 ε is calculated by averaging the strains determined from the two pairs FC and CG (Fig. 1) . The second transverse strain 33 ε in the third direction has been simply taken equal to 22 ε , with the assumption that the strain tensor complies with a transversally isotropic material (assumption checked by viewing both lateral faces of the specimen using our 3D DIC system). 
A CCD camera mounted on a telescopic drive records images during the test and follows the elementary frame during deformation. The applied force F is directly measured by a 5 kN load cell. An image analysis software computes the strains in real time and thus, the true stress can be determined according to eq. (2). In the case where measurements of the transverse strains are not available, an isovolumic strain hypothesis can be used. This hypothesis is nearly met for our HDPE samples as proved with DIC measurements of the strain field. This approximation will be used later because it is
an excellent way to demonstrate what an experimental bias consists in and how it can or cannot (in the present case) interfere with the identification of parameters. On Fig. 2 , one can see that even if the transverse strain measurements exhibit some lack of reproducibility and of precision, the curves are nearly linear with approximately a -0.5 slope (Poisson coefficientν ).
Hence, we will consider the case where ν is set to 0.5.
This criterion is summarized as follows: 
and to a true stress:
Finally the observable * σ is considered as depending only on the measurement of 11 ε .
An example of representation of σ and * σ is given in Fig. 2 . Fig. 3 represents true stress * σ -true strain 11 ε curves obtained for three different strain rates 11 εɺ . In addition, at large strains, an almost linear relation is observed (Fig. 4) when the true stress is plotted as a function of the strain deformation variable (Haward, 1993) defined as:
with λ, the extension ratio defined as:
This strain variable naturally arises from a microscopic modeling of the entropic elasticity of a molecular network (Treloar, 1975) . In this regime the hardening component of the stress behavior can be described with the following relation:
where G stands for the rubbery (or hardening or hyperelastic) modulus (in MPa). 
Macroscopic behavior of HDPE in a tensile test
Various domains can be clearly identified on the true stress * σ -true strain 11 ε curves (Fig. 3 ). For very low strains, the mechanical behavior hardly exhibits linear elastic stage. A viscoelastic phase is observed until the apparition of a yield point for a strain value 11 ε close to 0.1 (referred to as yield ε ). At this point, the force reaches a maximum (first Considere condition) (Hiss et al., 1999) and is characterized by the development of necking. After the yield point, the mechanical response reveals the presence of a pseudo-plateau corresponding to the softening of the polymer followed by a plastic or flow regime. Referring to the recent paper by Haward (2007) , the point where the differential nominal stress becomes positive (in terms of extension ratio), sometimes called the second Considere condition, is obtained for a value of 1.2. It corresponds to the stabilization necking condition and is considered as the transition between the viscoplastic flow and the strain-hardening regimes. The hardening phase is followed in the study up to strains of about ≈ 11 ε 1.9.
Measurements of the elastic modulus using standards
Standards ISO 527-1 and ASTM D 638 have been applied on experimental data (see Fig. 5 for an example of implementation of standard ISO 527-1) and the results for the elastic modulus are reported in Cunat, 1991 Cunat, , 1996 Cunat, , 2001 . It has been used to reproduce many different experiments (various polymers and loading conditions (Rahouadj et al., 2003; Mrabet et al. 2005) ). This model relies on fundamental axioms of Thermodynamics of Irreversible Processes (T.I.P.) as stated for example by Callen (1985) or more recently by Kuiken (1994) . The state laws of irreversible thermodynamics are classically decomposed into an instantaneous (or unrelaxed) component and a delayed one. In the following, the indexes u and d will refer respectively to the unrelaxed and the delayed components This decomposition is classical in other thermodynamical approaches that make use of internal variables (Maugin and Muschik 1994) .
In a tensile test where the strain is imposed, its dual thermodynamic variable is the stress and this variable constitutes the response of the system. The postponed response is described using a modal approach (lower indices j in the equations denote the mode j ) for the irreversible processes at stake in the microstructure. The existence of a modal basis to describe dissipative mechanisms has been proved in thermodynamics by Meixner (1949 
u j E corresponds to the modal unrelaxed modulus. and named "iso-affin" state according to the recommendation of Prigogine (1946) . A is indeed the affinity state variable introduced by De Donder (1936) to take into account chemical reactions. It is used by mechanical scientists in solid rheology to describe internal reorganizations which take place in the matter under deformation processes (Kuiken, 1994) . u E stands for the common elastic (Young's) modulus and hence, the modal weights must fulfill the normalized condition:
From eq. (10), we can easily infer that for a tensile test at very low strain rate, the true stress is expected to be very close to the relaxed stress (the non equilibrium forces are constant). According to this approach, the relaxed state can be seen as a pseudo-equilibrium which is still dynamic. It must not be mistaken for the equilibrium state (rigorously defined in T.I.P. by a zero-affinity state) which corresponds to the new microstructural conformation taken by the matter when the driving external forces are stopped. For example, in a same type of modeling (the V.B.O. approach due to Krempl, 2001 ), the distinction is clearly made although the same stress notation ( g ) and name ("equilibrium") is used for both: g is considered as the equilibrium stress "when all time rates are zero" (must be equal to 0 in the absence of applied stress) and g is considered as an equilibrium stress that has to evolve under application of an external force and is said to correspond to the stress "that must be overcome to generate inelastic deformation" (it corresponds to the variable r σ in the present model).
The DNLR approach in the form of eq. (10), offers then two entry points which can be adapted for different modelings: the spectrum of relaxation times and the relaxed state which will be discussed now.
Spectrum of relaxation times
Following the postulate of an equipartition of the created entropy accompanying regression of the fluctuations about an equilibrium state, Cunat (1991 Cunat ( , 1996 Cunat ( , 2001 ) proposed a universal spectrum that links each dissipative modal weight 0 j p to its corresponding relaxation time j τ (Eq. (12)).
The whole linear spectrum of relaxation times is generally distributed along a logarithmic scale in an interval [ min
Only one parameter is needed to describe this spectrum (in linear viscoelasticity). We generally retain the longest relaxation time max τ because it is more close to the physical perception of an experimenter. It is named T max τ where the "T" upperscript denotes the Tensile phase of the test) The number of decades d chosen for the temporal scale is a hyper-parameter which means that it is connected to the mathematical structure of the model: the results must be independent of the decade number once it is set to a given upper bound. A number of decades greater than or equal to 6 is generally required to reach convergence and to cover all possible relaxation times of the material (Eq. (13) (14)):
To account for a non-linear spectrum, a multiplying factor (shift-factor) is classically used and denoted by ,...) , ( t T a . It shifts the time scale according to some dependent law of other variables like temperature T (Arrhenius or V.F.T. law), deformation rate εɺ (power-law form), stress tensor σ (to recover plastic domains)... In this form, the DNLR model rigorously corresponds to the Biot model for viscoelasticity (Biot, 1958) or to a generalized Maxwell model (Tschoegl, 1989) , except that a recursive-type relation links both the relaxation times and weights (André et al., 2003) .
Relaxed state model adopted for HDPE under tensile tests
The second entry point for the modeling lies in the description chosen for the relaxed stress 
an elasto-visco-plastic behavior but with only linear hardening in plastic regime. As we saw in section 2, a constitutive law for HDPE must comply with a more complex continuous modeling from the viscoelastic to viscoplastic and hardening behaviors. Hence, a different modeling must be considered for the relaxed state. A SCP in highly deformed state is generally considered as a tridimensional network of rubber type phase with entanglements. A first model for elastomers hardening considered by Wang and Guth (1952) and then modified by Arruda and Boyce (1993) put forward cells with eight sub-chains by node which is close to a random distribution of the chains in a real material and does not favour any spatial direction.
By considering the works of Haward & Thackray (Haward, 1993) and Treolar (1975), Arruda and Boyce have shown that during hardening, the "back stress" (or anisotropic resistance to chain alignment) can be described by the following formula: For a given temperature, eq. (15) requires the knowledge of the two parameters 0 N and n .
It can be reduced to the simplified version:
where G is the single parameter, referred to as the hardening modulus.
According to Krempl (2001) , the term "back stress" is often used in the literature but is not relevant for describing the subtle differences existing between equilibrium stress and overstress (relaxed state in our approach) and already pointed out in section 3.1.1. Besides, Negahban (2006) considers the "back stress" as the delayed response (or inelastic response) and that it can correspond to the "back stress" involved in the Arruda & Boyce models (Arruda and Boyce, 1993) . In the framework of Irreversible Thermodynamics based on the concept of Affinity, such considerations are aimless. It makes clear the distinction between actual (or unrelaxed), relaxed, and equilibrium states. Turning now our attention to the experimental results presented in section 2 (Fig. 4) , it is clear that the true stress plotted as function of the Haward-Thackray strain variable HT ε exhibits an almost linear relation with constant slope, whatsoever the strain rate. This fact has been already highlighted in other works (Van Melick et al., 2003) . Therefore in this paper, we consider that the "back stress" in Arruda & Boyce model could be associated to the relaxed state of our model and thus, eq.
(19) will be considered. Indeed, the Haward-Thackray variable puts forward the behavior at large strains, when all the relaxation times have been depleted.
Finally the reduced model that will be considered in this study, contains only three parameters: u E , G and T max τ and is described by eq. (20) .
The relevance of this model will be proven now through the sensitivity analysis and parameter identification procedure (section 4).
Sensitivity analysis fundamentals
Let us consider ( ) t y m as the measured output (the stress) of a system (our material specimen), and ( ) t y , β the theoretical stress (output) of the behavioral model with parameter vector β of dimension p , representing in our case the p constitutive material parameters.
We can then define the output error ( ) t e (or the residuals) by the following formula:
The estimator aims at minimizing this output error. A least square criterion can be used classically which is written as follows:
where the summation is made over the th i data points corresponding to the successive acquisition times i t ( q stands for the total number of experimental data points).
The minimization of the criterion is done when its derivative with respect to parameters j
From this equation, the sensitivity coefficient vector j X associated to parameter j β can be clearly recognized as: 
...
makes the minimization process now expressed as
with X , the (rectangular) sensitivity matrix whose rows are for each observation time i t and columns are for each parameter j β :
In the case of a linear model with respect to the parameters (linear estimation problem), we have:
where the matrix of the sensitivity coefficients does not depend on the parameters.
The estimated parameter vector, denoted by βˆ, corresponds to the value reached by β when the criterion is minimized. Therefore by using (25) we can then rewrite the equation (24) into:
Relation (26) can be inverted in order to obtain the expression of βˆ in the case of a linear estimation problem only:
Of course, most parameter estimation problems are not linear and require an iterative linearizing procedure. It is obtained by developing the solution (at rank n+1) in the neighborhood of the solution obtained for the prior iteration (rank n):
By combining relation (24) written at rank n+1 for parameters estimated at rank n:
and relation (28), we obtain the following relation of recurrence between estimated parameters at rank n+1 and rank n:
which defines the iterative procedure that can be used for estimating the parameters (GaussNewton algorithm).
In the followings, we discuss the statistical properties of the estimator, which depends on the noise ) (t ε of the signal. If the theoretical model is assumed unbiased (perfect) then we have:
If classical statistical assumptions are made regarding the experimental noise ) (t ε on the measured signal (the stress) (Beck et al., 1977) , it is possible to get an estimation of the errors that can be made in the estimation process for the different parameters. These hypotheses are:
-zero mean value of the signal in the absence of excitation, which corresponds to a zero expectancy for the noise (expected value 0
-constant variance or standard deviation of the noise:
In the case of a 1 st order linearized estimation, its expected value can be proved to be:
( )
This means that there is no error or bias made on the identified parameters.
The variance-covariance matrix ∆ on the estimated parameters (generalization of the scalar-valued variance to higher dimension) naturally involves the sensitivity coefficients. It is calculated as
ˆˆt 
A stochastic analysis has been made which consists in calculating theoretically (according to a given noise and given set of parameters) the variance-covariance matrix through eq. (32).
This matrix is symmetric squared with dimension equals to the number of parameters. The diagonal terms correspond directly to the variance of each parameter ) ( j V β . They can be used to determine the error made on each parameter. We will present this error (expressed in %) as:
The off-diagonal terms can be used to calculate the correlation coefficients mn ρ which express the degree of correlation of the parameters :
The values for rs ρ lie between 0 and 1. In the case of a model with strongly correlated parameters, the correlation coefficients are 'close' to 1 which means that two columns of the sensitivity matrix X are nearly proportional. The resulting confidence bounds interval for two correlated parameters are therefore generally very high. This means that a large number of solutions exist for these two parameters to allow for a good fit of the experimental curve. A deterministic algorithm used for the minimization process (like the steepest gradient technique) is consequently very sensitive to the initial guess made for the parameters. A strategy to produce first approximate estimates using physical background is highly recommended. But still, the estimation problem is ill-posed and indicates to the experimentalist that the involved physical description is probably not appropriate and must be changed.
In the followings, the identifiability of the model parameters will be analyzed through array ∆ which combines the variance-covariance matrix and the correlation matrix. ∆ puts the main diagonal of ∆ on its main diagonal and the correlation coefficients on the offdiagonal terms. 
When there is no model bias (perfect agreement between the conditions of the experiment and the model based on it), the relation between the estimated parameter vector for the non linear estimation problem and its 'exact' value can be given at convergence with the following formula:
In that case, the residuals ( ) The matrix ∆ is a good tool to investigate identifiability conditions of a parameter estimation problem. Besides, use can be made of the normalized sensitivity coefficients:
in order to check graphically the level of sensitivity and possible correlations between parameters (different intervals of the independent variable, the time t here may be advantageously considered). These coefficients will be dimensionally homogeneous to the signal itself, the stress, and will be specified in MPa.
Identification procedure
Adjustment results
The model ) ( * ε σ Figure 3 gives a first rough estimate of the order of magnitude of 110 50 2.2 G = = which later will be seen also as a perfect initialization value of the minimization algorithm.
Two different identification intervals can be considered. In case where small strains levels ( . ε . The experiment carried out at the lowest strain rate (Fig. 7) is the closest to this picture. In that case, the parameters are perfectly identified and the confidence interval is mainly due to the contribution of the noise (eq. (35)). But still, the residuals show a signed character, which means that some bias exist (inadequation between model and data) that induces an additional error on the estimated parameters (biased estimations). The existence of a bias generally helps the experimentalist to improve the couple model-experiment. If the bias remains limited (of the order of the noise level) then the parameters can be considered as well-identified. Wellidentified means here that according to the sensitivity analysis made in section 3.2, the estimation process produces the unique set of parameters (the optimal one) minimizing the residuals in the least-square sense. This means that in case of no bias (in the data, in the model) but in the presence of the same amount of noise, the variances on the un-biased parameter estimates will be lower-bounded by the estimated variances calculated in a stochastical manner (eq. 37). Here, the bias seems more important when the strain rate increases. For a strain rate of Furthermore, the real input signal is used in the calculation of the model response. Here, the bias is more likely due to an approximation introduced in the model for the material behavior.
This approximation comes from the use of * σ instead of σ (see eqs. (2) and (6)) which avoids introducing the measurements made on the transversal strain to calculate the crosssection variations of the specimen with respect to time. The bias is also due to the approximation used in the relaxed state modeling (Haward-Thackray relation, eq. (17) It is interesting also to discuss the results of the identification procedure when the tensile test is followed by a relaxation (initiated around a strain of 1.9). The reduced model can be used here too but with some modifications. Indeed, when relaxation starts, the material is highly deformed. This new excitation applies on a material which is different and implies to "reset" the knowledge we have on the microstructure. The relaxed state and the times spectrum must be described differently. For the relaxed state a simple constant stress value is assumed to be reached at long times and noted Table 3 gives the values estimated for specimen A on both interval I ( 
Sensitivity Analysis
Estimated parameters and discussion
u E , T max τ ) and interval II ( u E , T max τ , G ).
Identification of the elastic modulus E u
As can be seen from Table 3 , the elastic moduli identified for sample A, specimen // A , lie in the range from 2700 to 2950 MPa for all experiments (including those at different strain rates). This represents a variation of % 4 ± around the central value which corresponds to the order of magnitude of the estimated variances yielded by the stochastic analysis (Table 2b ).
The uncertainty on these measurements has been (over)estimated by changing the value of the Table 4 and will be commented later.
In order to check the validity of the results obtained by this MBM approach, two independent direct measurements of the elastic modulus of the material have been carried out.
Ultrasound measurements:
The first one rests upon a pulse-echo technique and an ultrasonic device (Optel OPBOX system). Direct measurements are made of the velocity of a sonic wave in the longitudinal and transverse directions of the sample. Two transducers enable sonic excitation (range 0.5 to 10 MHz) thanks to piezoelectric components which apply shear and compression stresses on a ceramic membrane. The transducers collect echoes of the sonic wave after reflection on the backside of the sample. Then, the measured signal enables calculating the average period T between two successive echoes. For a semicrystalline polymer, three echoes can usually be obtained (millimetric thicknesses).
Longitudinal and transverse speeds of the wave are derived using the following formula:
where e 2 is twice the thickness of the sample.
Once the density ρ of the material, the transverse and the longitudinal velocities
are known, the elastic modulus can be calculated as follows:
The OPBOX system offers different ways to calculate the velocities.
• A single identified echo can be located by the experimentalist. The system, through identification of the envelope curve of the oscillating signal, determines the timeof-flight (maximum of the echo) and calculate the velocity according to (38).
• Multiple echoes can be used (successive or not). The time interval separating two echoes is determined thanks to idealized envelope curves accounting for attenuation of the signal.
• The experimentalist can measure directly the time interval using cursors located on well-identified extrema of repeated pattern (echoes). This method was found less accurate.
These three possibilities allow us to check the confidence that can be placed in the measurements (through reproducibility and consistence) and to calculate a measurement uncertainty. MPa ± with measurements of the longitudinal sound velocity very conform to those correlated to density in Piché (1984) and both longitudinal and transversal velocities reported by Legros et al. (1999) .
Nanoindentation and CSM method:
The second direct measurement is based on nanoindentation tests where the Young's modulus (and hardness) are deduced using the continuous stiffness method (CSM) (Olivier et al., 1992; Le Rouzic et al., 2009) The true modulus of the specimen can be derived from the apparent measurement by taking into account the stiffness of the indenter through relation:
where (ν , E ) and ( i ν , i E ) stand for the Poisson ratio and elastic modulus respectively for the material and the indenter. But for polymer application,
and eq. (42) is reduced to:
Combining equations (40), (41) and (43) Comparison between MBM, PE and Nanonindentation CSM methods: and the values depend on the applied displacement rate (Table 1) ! Nevertheless, using tensile curves to identify precisely the elastic modulus of polymers is still possible on the condition that a correct MBM is used. This can be asserted from the comparison made in Table 4 with the values yielded by the two other physical techniques based on direct measurements. Despite the measurement uncertainty, it seems that a general trend can be observed: for all three techniques, the measured elastic modulus is higher for the core specimen. This may prove that (i) core samples are slightly more rigid (small differences in microstructure) and
(ii), the MBM technique is sensitive to such small variation.
Regarding now the incidence of these results on the material property, it is clear that also this commercial HDPE is produced under the same reference, it can exhibit large changes in its elastic behaviour (around 600 MPa ). The increase in elasticity for samples A , thanks to X-ray microtomography (Blaise et al., 2010) .
This result is then conform to those given in Legros et al. (1999) where un-oriented and oriented HDPE are investigated through Pulse-Echo technique. Oriented HDPE is shown to produce higher longitudinal and shear wave signal and hence higher elastic modulus. 
Identification of the maximal relaxation time τ max T
where τ max , the maximum relaxation time of the spectrum, is used for the material characteristic time and 1 ε ɺ ɺ ɺ ɺ for the experimental characteristic time of excitation. It can be pointed out that the Deborah numbers found for the range of investigated strain rates remain very close. They are of the order of 0.03 which means that the time response of the material is two decades below the time scales imposed by the experiment. This argues in favor of a similar scenario for the succession of internal mechanisms taking place at the microstructure levels. A slight increase of this value is maybe observed when strain rate increases. The difference between the highest and smallest values is about 15% for specimen A which is a little bit higher than the expected variance on this parameter. The maximal relaxation time identified by the model seems then to express a slight sensitivity of the material with respect to the applied strain rate (as confirmed by the tensile curves of Fig. 3 ).
This may confirm the results of an in-situ microstructural investigation based on light scattering and infrared imaging during cold drawing (Baravian et al., 2008) , where kinetic effects appear starting from a strain rate of 2 1 10 s − − . The increase in Deborah number agrees well with the observation that plasticity of the material is enhanced when the strain rates are lower. Finally it is interesting to recall that a simple linear viscoelastic assumption was made for the spectrum specification. The relatively constant Deborah numbers found whatever the applied strain rates (and for a same quality of the identification process, with same behavior of the residuals) validates this hypothesis. 
Identification of the hardening modulus G
Concerning the value of the hardening modulus G describing the behavior of HDPE at high strains, the identified values for all strain rates are also very close (discrepancies are less than 5% as shown by Table 5 ). Those identified values for G are close to the ones found in the experimental results of uniaxial tensile tests reported by Haward on HDPE (Haward, 1993; Haward, 2007) and the value found by Bartczak and Kozanecki (2005) for linear polyethylene in plane-strain compression. The estimated hardening modulus appears to be the same for both specimens A and B. A slight increase of the modulus is observed for the highest strain rate (10 -2 s -1 ) but this value might also be slightly biased as shown by the quite important signed character of the residuals. This may indicate that at large strain rates, the Haward-Thackray approach used as relaxed state in the model may become inappropriate.
Conclusion about the identification of the parameters
Parameters u E , T max τ and G of the reduced model presented in section 3 have been shown to be easily identifiable thanks to an appropriate sensitivity analysis. For each tested strain rate, the same elastic modulus has been identified as expected by the instantaneous character of this physical parameter. The hardening modulus and Deborah number based on the maximal relaxation time of the spectrum also are found to be nearly constant. A slight effect due to strain rate is obvious, but remains limited. It is accompanied by more pronounced wavy residuals, indicating that some bias may exist between the idealized model and its experimental realization when the strain rate increases. Thanks to the application of this physical model, one can retrieve much precise information regarding the behavior of the polymer. Finally, the results found by this model for the Young modulus u E have been corroborated by two other independent and direct physical measurements probing the material at high frequencies (MHz) or at small spatial scales (µm). This is a clear evidence of the consistence of the approach with the underlying physics because this result is the corollary of an indentified maximum relaxation time of the order of a few seconds. As a spectrum of 6 decades is considered in our approach to get the convergence of the model, this means that relaxation times as small as 1 µs are necessary to allows for a good description with the model and a determination of a 'truly' instantaneous modulus. If one considered that the pulse-echo technique relies on an excitation at 5 MHz, this means that the time scale required by the model is in perfect agreement with this technique which in turn give a support to our identification of the elastic modulus. Note that for this technique, the spatial size of the representative elementary volume is of the order of a few micrometers, which means also that small time scale events are probed.
Conclusion
An inverse approach has been presented for the estimation of the parameters of a rheological law of SCP's in the case of a tensile test. Both ideas of using an appropriate reduced model in relationship to sensitivity analysis principles are shown to be the key for pertinent measurements through fitting procedures. Illustration is given for the characterization of different HDPE specimens through a tensile test. The identified instantaneous Young modulus is shown to be twice the value determined by contemporary recommended standards thus showing that progress has to be made in this metrological field to improve the characterization of polymers which exhibit elastoviscoplastic behavior. It is unsensitive to the strain rates, as expected from such a property. Finally it is shown to be very close to the determinations made according to two different physical techniques probing the sample at very low time scales (Pulse-echo technique) or very small length scales (Modulated Nanoindentation test). Other conclusions regarding the viscoelastic and hardening behaviors also suggest the relevancy of the approach.
